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1. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code 
not included in this action can be found in a prior Office 
action . 

2. The specification is objected to under 35 U.S.C. § 
112, first paragraph, as failing to contain a written description 
of the invention, and of the manner and process of making and 
using it, in such full, clear, concise and exact terms as to 
enable any person skilled in the art to make and use the 
invention, substantially for the reasons set forth in paragraph 
No. 2 of Paper No. 0626. With respect to applicants' claimed 
"activator" it is again reiterated that the specification does 
not appear to have disclosed anything beyond the vague statement 
that such exists in the adhesive composition of the invention. 
With respect to applicants* remarks (Response, page 5) they are 
unfortunately believed not to further shed any light on the issue 
at hand. Additionally, with respect to applicants' disclosure on 
page 3 of "absorbent" it is again reiterated that the sole 
disclosure of " superabsorbent " found in the bottom paragraph on 
page 3 is inadequate to support applicants' claimed disclosure of 
"absorbent", applicants' remarks to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Note again also that this problem exists not only in the 
specification, but in the Markush grouping of claim 6. 

3. Claims 1-11 are rejected under 35 USC 112, first 



Serial No. 10/099,783 
Art Unit 1771 



-3- 



paragraph as being based on a defective specification. 

4. Claims 1-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over applicants' admissions in the 
specification regarding the prior art set forth at page 1, bottom 
two paragraphs, taken in view of Ganster et al . , (WO -328 is 
cumulative) , substantially for the reasons set forth in paragraph 
No. 7 of Paper No. 062 6, together with the following additional 
observations. Applicants' remarks (paragraph bridging pages 6 
and 7) which are believed to traverse the rejection because the 
two performance parameters relating to the backing set forth in 
claim 1 are not specifically disclosed, is not found convincing. 

Note that applicants' claim 3 sets forth the fact that the well 
known backings such as polyethylene, polypropylene and 
polyurethane found in the stretch release art are taught as 
suitable, and as such the Examiner firmly believes that the 
performance parameters would be, if not expressly disclosed 
clearly inherent in the stretch release backings set forth in 
applicants' admission. With respect to applicants' remarks 

(Response, page 7) , it is noted that the relied upon admissions 
essentially teach the entire claimed invention except for the 
specific polyurethane adhesive formed, which is alleged as being 
inadequate. Ganster et al . is, as was clearly stated, relied 
upon as disclosing a superior polyurethane adhesive and as such 
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the Examiner believes that there is more than ample motivation 
for one of ordinary skill to combine the prior art admission with 
Ganster et al . With respect to applicants' remarks that Ganster 
et al . fails to teach the polyurethane adhesive claimed by 
applicants, the Examiner can only note that the strongly believed 
extremely broad "aliphatic isocyanate/polyol cross-linking 
composition" is clearly either specifically disclosed or put 
within the skill of the art by the disclosure of Ganster et al . 
Note, e.g. column 2, lines 5 and 12-13, as well as column 3 lines 
45 and 47 with respect to the presence of a suitable filler. 
Finally, "activators" are clearly believed to be, if not 
expressly disclosed, well within the ordinary skill of the art as 

applicants' remarks and their response would clearly tend to 
support. In summary, the Examiner respectfully submits that 
Ganster et al . teaches a polyurethane which is not "far different 
than that claimed by the applicants" . Finally, with respect to 
applicants' allegations (Response, page 9, second and third 
paragraphs) that they have disclosed superior results the 
Examiner can only respectfully disagree. Applicants have made 
only a blanket traversal in their specification that the adhesive 
compositions of the closest prior art (Ganster et al . ) are 
inadequate as compared to their polyurethane composition, but the 
Examiner can only regard such allegations, in the absence of a 
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suitable comparative Declaration, as unsubstantiated attorney's 
allegations, not proven facts. 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, Applicants are reminded of 
the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 C.F.R. 

§ 1.136(a). The practice of automatically extending the 
shortened statutory period an additional month upon the filing of 
a timely first response to a final rejection has been 
discontinued by the Office. See 1021 TMOG 35. 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE TO THIS FINAL 
ACTION IS SET TO EXPIRE THREE MONTHS FROM THE DATE OF THIS 
ACTION. IN THE EVENT A FIRST RESPONSE IS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS 
OF THE MAILING DATE OF THIS FINAL ACTION AND THE ADVISORY ACTION 
IS NOT MAILED UNTIL AFTER THE END OF THE THREE -MONTH SHORTENED 
STATUTORY PERIOD, THEN THE SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD WILL EXPIRE 
ON THE DATE THE ADVISORY ACTION IS MAILED, AND ANY EXTENSION FEE 
PURSUANT TO 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a) WILL BE CALCULATED FROM THE 
MAILING DATE OF THE ADVISORY ACTION. IN NO EVENT WILL THE 
STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE EXPIRE LATER THAN SIX MONTHS FROM 
THE DATE OF THIS FINAL ACTION. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Daniel 
Zirker whose telephone number is (571) 272-1486. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday -Thursday from 8:30 A.M. to 6:00 
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P.M. The examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Terrel Morris, can be 
reached on (571) 272-1478. The fax phone number for this Group 
is (703) 872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either private PAIR or public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 

DANIEL ZlflKER 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
GROUP WW 

I7O0 



Dzirker : cdc 
February 23, 2 004 



